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social work. We feel the deepest and most joyous spiritual union
with you.

But the truer and the deeper is the union, the more acutely
one feels the least difference or misunderstanding between us. And
it is just such a misunderstanding between us that has elicited
my present letter to you.

Your article 'My Attitude Towards War', printed in Young
India of the 13th September of this year, has grieved many of your
admirers and friends. And I have felt the need of expressing that
which I feel and think on this subject. I hope that you will accept
my words with the same feeling of goodwill with which they issue
from me.

You justify your past participation in three wars waged by
the British Government. Alluding to the same subject some years
ago you in an article expressed yourself, if I remember right, in
another spirit. Then you did not justify yourself, but recognized
your former inconsistency. And I remember that this readiness
of yours to recognize your past mistake greatly touched and consoled
me and your other friends here. Whereas now, on the contrary,
you justify yourself, referring to the usual arguments put forward
in defence of war. You say: 'Life is governed by a multitude of
forces. It would be smooth sailing, if one could determine the
course of one's actions only by one general principle whose appli-
cation at a given moment was too obvious to need even a moment's
reflection.9 This is quite correct with regard to all cases which
admit of considerations of practical expediency. But there is a
category of actions, which owing to their character do not admit
of such considerations. They are such actions which for us clearly
violate a definitely recognized moral or divine law. To this category
of actions belongs the wilful killing of man. In this case the issue
should be placed categorically, and one should not allow any
considerations of expediency to interfere.

Neither may one solve this question according to whether
one sympathizes or not with a given Government. And yet you
do so when you say: *If there was a national Government, I can
conceive occasions when it would be my duty to vote for the mili-
tary training of those who wish to take it.9 In this way you justify
others who also vote for the preparation for war because they
sympathize with another Government. And what a snare is placed